





environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Charles Brabec

chuck@thebrabecs.com
PO Box 273

Canvas, West Virginia 26662



Anderson, Carol Y

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Charles Brabec <chuck@thebrabecs.com>
Thursday, July 13, 2017 2:51 PM

DEP Comments

Comments on 38 CS.R. 2

Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine

Reclamation Rule.

-am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
guality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in

the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deiletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond
reiease.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies fraom such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Controi and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Charles Brabec

chuck@thebrabecs.com
PO Box 273

Canvas, West Virginia 26662



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Ned Savage <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 2:51 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP’s Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
guality standards and reduce the bonding and recltamation requirements for coal companies in

the foliowing ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the faderal and state requirements that mining operators comply with afl
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is
necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impresston that the
State is attempting to bypass enfarcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and ctrcumvent both citizen mvolvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Ned Savage
nedsavage@gmail.com
8034 Upper Craig Creek Rd.
Catawba, Virginia 24127



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Jennifer Hall <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent; Thursday, July 13, 2017 2:54 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

[ am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in

the following ways:

it removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

it removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficuilt fo get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these viclations to go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Jennifer Hall
sohtarydragon77@gmail.com
34 Pebblehill Park
Greeneville, Tennessee 37745



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Courtney Ostaff <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 3:29 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the propased changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

I am concerned the proposed changes to this rufe would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior {0 bond retease. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond
release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations, Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards 1o the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Courtney Ostaff
ostaff1@yahoo.com
337 Dawson Rd

Morgantown, West Virginia 26501



Anderson, Carol Y
[~ T ]

From: James Dixon <james@harehill.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 3:56 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP’s Surface Mine

Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken comphliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for ¢oal companies in

the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
iInconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent bath citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry {o protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

James Dixon
james@harehill.com

206 W. Washington Ave.

Terra Alta, West Virginia 26764



Anderson, Carol Y

Fron:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Timothy Munsey <info@actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, July 13, 2017 3:31 PM

DEP Comments

Comments on 38 CS.R. 2

Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

" am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with waier
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in

the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation i1s complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please exptain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficuit to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempling to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes tc 38 CS R. 2.

Timothy Munsey
lew3/@yahoo.com

613 Neal Street

Parkersburg, West Virginia 26101



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Jerry Rivers <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 3:59 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CSR. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP’'s Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of "completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining eperators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this delelion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt {o relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Jerry Rivers
jerry.rivers13@yahooc.com
8-Gombhert place
Roosevelt, New York 1575



Anderson, Carol Y

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Francis D. Slider <«fslider@frontier.com>
Thursday, July 13, 2017 4:08 PM

DEP Comments

re: comments on 38 CS.R. 2

Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Kule.

| am deeply concerned that the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with
water quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal

companies in the foliowing ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coat market,
the state shouid be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult o get a2 bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.5.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards ¢ the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to camment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Francis D. Slider
fslider@fronter. com

239 Fluharty Rd

Middlebourne , West Virginia 26149



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Sam Golston <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 4:08 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CSR. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is
hecessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond
release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.5.R. 2.

Sam Goiston
sam_golston@hotmail.com
132 cheat river acres

Elkins WV, West Virginia 26241



Anderson, Carol Y

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cynthia Ellis <cdellis@wildbiue.net>
Thursday, July 13, 2017 4:16 PM
DEP Comments

Comments on 38 C.S.R. 2

Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine

Reclamation Rule.

am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
guality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in

the following ways:

[t removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water guality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release, Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations t0 go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State 15 attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDERP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 CS.R. 2.

Cynthia Ellis
cdellis@wildblue.net

3114 Steel Ridge Rd

Red House, West Virginia 25168



Anderson, Carol Y

- .-

From: Barbara Steinke <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 4:20 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
tHarold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

it removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water guality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

reiease.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Aliowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.5.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards 1o the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up {0 adequately regulating the coal industry 10 protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Barbara Steinke
steinagel@aol.com

PO Box 75025

Charleston, West Virginia 25375



Anderson, Carol Y

"~~~ -

From: Robert A. Mertz <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 4:23 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

Once again the forces for short term profits for the few are trying to undermine the legal
protections of our planet's life support systems. Not only do we need to keep Earth's carbon
deposits safely in the ground, to minimize the buildup of global warming carbon dioxide, but
we also must protect the living plants and the naturai environment that is the ultimate
infrastructure of Earth's life support systems. We must strengthen, not weaken our regulations
of the extractive industries that risk the wellbeing and ultimate sustainability of the planet upon
which my children and grandchildren live.

| am concerned the proposed changes 1o this rule would weaken compliance with water

quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in

the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
Inconsistent with the federal and staie requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considerning the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond
reiease.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal

companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear



vigiation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the
environment and the health of impacted communittes.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Robert A. Mertz
nolramertz@gmail.com

1205 Mulberry Ridge

Spencer, West Virginia 25276-8561



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Susannah Mathews <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 5:15 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 C.S.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP’s Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

 am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in

the following ways:

It removes the definition of "compietion of reclamation,” which cusrently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

it removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reciamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

rejease.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting {o bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Susannah Mathews
browndogband@yahoo.com

3 Bluegrass Village

Morgantown, West Virginia 26501



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Edward Lynch <edlynchwv@icloud.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 5:15 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 C.S.R. 2
Harold Ward.

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine

Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in

the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
iInconsistent with the federal and state reguirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this chalienging coal market,
the state shouid be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to retieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residenis the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately reguiating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity o comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

tEdward Lynch
edlynchwv@icloud.com

128 Willow Spring Drive

Wellsburg, West Virginia 26070-9756



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Christopher Craig <ccraig@laurellodge.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 5:04 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP’s Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

it removes the definition of “completion of rectamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond
release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear
viglation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.5.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is aftempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes 1o 38 C.S.R. 2.

Christopher Craig

ccraig@laurellodge.com
PO Box 1011

Harpers Ferry, West Virginia 25425



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Rachel McGuire <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 4:24 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 C.S.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

- am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It remaoves the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
Inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water guality standards. Please explain why this deletion is
necessary.

it removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond
release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations, Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent bath citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2,

Rache! McGuire
rachel.erind@gmail.com
PO Box 131

Danese, West Virginia 25831



Anderson, Carol Y

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Barbara Brown <info@actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, July 13, 2017 5:20 PM

DEP Comments

Comments on 38 C.S.R. 2

Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine

Reclamation Rule.

I am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in

the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond farfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficuit to get a bond

reiease.

[t removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempling to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes



suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the
environment and the health of impacted communities.

Why would these changes be of long term benefit to our state? What uptick there is be in coal
production is already in force. These changes will do nothing to improve water quality for
recreation, fishing and the health of water for our citizens.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Barbara Brown
bjbrnwv@gmail.com

95 Hartford Street

Morgantown, West Virginia 26501



Anderson, Carol Y
L |

From: Art Glick <omb00900@ mail.wvnet.edu>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 5:19 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38§ CSR. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine

Reclamation Rule.

[ am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

it removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation i1s complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators compiy with all
discharge limitations and water quaiity standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of rectamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond
release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is aftempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Art Glick
omb00900@mail.wvnet.edu
638 Glicks Road

Renick, West Virginia 24966



Anderson, Carol Y

From: John Brewer <hrwrjl@msn.com>
Sent: Friday, July 14, 2017 9:53 AM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
guality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coai companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

it removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reciamation and the potential for bond forfetture in this chailenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond
release.

It removes the reguirement that mining discharges not cause viclations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State 1s attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

John Brewer
brwrj1@msn.com
409 Aurora Street
Marietta, Ohio 45750



Anderson, Carol Y

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Penny Manion <info@actionnetwork.org>
Friday, July 14, 2017 10:57 AM

DEP Comments

Comments on 38 C.S.R. 2

Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP’s Surface Mine

Reclamation Rule.

[ am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
guality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for cocal companies in

the following ways:

it removes the definition of “compietion of reclamation,” which currentiy provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators compiy with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these viclations to go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.5.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDERP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the heailth of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Penny Manion

pennyrmanion@yahoo.com
PO Box 1306

Shepherdstown , West Virginia 25443



Anderson, Carol Y

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Lillard <david@liliards.com>
Friday, July 14, 2017 9:.58 AM

DEP Comments

Comments on 38 C.5.R. 2

Harold Ward,

Pliease accept these comments on the proposed changes o the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

These changes would reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies
to the detriment of taxpayers and public health. We're already saddled with cleanup costs in
perpetuity for abandoned mines; this would be a giant step backward in accountability.

it removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operatars comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bong forfeiture in this chalienging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

relaase,

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these vigolations o go unaddressed would be a clear

viclation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDERP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the
environment and the heaith of impacted communities.



Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2,

David Lillard

david@lillards.com

526 Spring Warbler Way
Shepherdstown, West Virginia 25443



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Rachael Pappano <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Friday, July 14, 2017 11:58 AM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CSR. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP’s Surface Mine

Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond refease. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potenttal for bond forfeiture in this chailenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

refjease.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting {o bypass enforcement of water guality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP Is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Rachael Pappano
shamrock.magic@yahoo.com
330 River Rd.
Mattawamkeag, Maine 04459



Anderson, Carol Y

From:
Sent;
To:
Subject:

Jenni Kovich <jjkovlch-charity@live.com>
Friday, July 14, 2017 2:07 PM

DEP Comments

Comments on 38 CSR. 2

Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP’s Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for ¢oal companies in
the following ways:

it removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
rectamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This delation is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

it removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these vioiations {0 go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Jenni Kovich
{ikovich-charity@live.com
50 Dud Bennett Rd

Leon, West Virginia 25123



Anderson, Carol Y

From: tom harris <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Friday, July 14, 2017 9:50 AM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Piease accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in

the following ways.

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
nconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge iimitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

it removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes {o 38 C.8.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDER is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacied communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 CSR. 2.

tom harris
mchazy77@hotmail.com

17 gate ct

burlington, New Jersey 08016



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Michael Klausing <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 10:49 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes {o the WVDEPF’s Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is
necessary.

{t removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond
release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Controi and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.8.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Michael Klausing
mike_klausing@hotmail.com
624 Cross Lanes Dr Apt 11
Nitro, West Virginia 25143



Aﬁderson, Carol Y

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rhonda Marrone <info@actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, July 13, 2017 9:31 PM

DEP Comments

Comments on 38 CS.R. 2

Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEFP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
gquality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companias in

the foilowing ways:

it removes the definition of “completion of reciamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with atl
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

reiease.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Alowing these violations ¢ go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



envirenment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Rhonda Marrone
rmm164@yahoo.com

939 Somerset dr

Charleston, West Virginia 25302



Andersen, Carol Y
oo o e

From: kat cooper <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Friday, July 14, 2017 12:00 AM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CSR. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine

Reciamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation 1 complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is
necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond
release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Contral and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately requlating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the epportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

kat cooper
katcooper304@yahoo.com
2928 mtn lake 1d

hedgesville, West Virginia 25427



Anderson, Carol Y
-~ ]

From: Mary Scott <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 11:54 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine

Reclamation Rule.

r am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
guality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation regquirements for coal companies in

the following ways:

It removes the definition of "completion of rectamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

[t removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state shouild be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these viclations to go unaddressed would be a ciear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

Mary Scott
marykscott02@aol.com

152 CHRISTOPHER DR

Kitty Hawk, North Carolina 27949



Anderson, Carol Y

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lori Rose <info@actionnetwork.org>
Friday, July 14, 2017 3:04 AM

DEP Comments

Comments on 38 CSR. 2

Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
guality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond
release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.5.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of imgacted communities

Thank you for the oppolunity to comment an the propaosed changes to 38 C SR 2

Lon Hose

fishnlepd 963 yahoo.com
45 194 St

Dunkbar, West Virginia 25064



Anderson, Carol Y

From: JB Witten <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Friday, July 14, 2017 8:.09 AM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CSR. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

: am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in

the following ways:

It removes the definition of *completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with alt
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is
necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this chalilenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficuit to get a bond
release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.5.R. 2 give West Virgima residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

JB Witten

JBWitten@aol.com

278 Faulkner Rd. RR 1 BOX 113
Elkins, West Virginia 26241-9713



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Melinda Russell <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Friday, July 14, 2017 8:47 AM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

'am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
guality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of “compietion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
recilamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is
necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reciamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

reiease.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause viclations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

vialation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards 1o the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.5.R. 2.

Melinda Russell
mrussell306@gmail.com

216 Hemlock Ave E

Alderson, West Virginia 24910



Anaerson, Carol Y

From: mike sayre <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Sunday, July 16, 2017 7:02 AM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine

Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quaiity standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in

the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water gquality standards. Please explain why this deletion is
necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause viclations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rute changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



Anderson, Carol Y

From;: Louise Miller <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Friday, July 14, 2017 8:46 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 C.S.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments an the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

I 'am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reciamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations 1o go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes {0 38 C.8.R. 2 give West Virgima residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regutating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity fo comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2,

Louise Miller
lcm29mowv@gmail.com

578 Faulkner Rd

Bowden, West Virginia 26241



Anderson, Carol Y

From: G. Pajl Richter <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Friday, July 14, 2017 9:03 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP’s Surface Mine

Reclamation Ruie.

I am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

it removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

it removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release, Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forferture in this challenging coal market,
the siate should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

it removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.8.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circuimvent both citizen involvement and federai law. The proposed rule changes



Anderson, Carol Y
L T R S

From: kerren hall <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Monday, July 17, 2017 10:09 AM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 C.S.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Flease accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine

Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements far coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of "completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

kerren hall

kerrengh@yahoo.com

167 hess re
fayetteville, West Virginia wv



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Jay Mahoney <imahoney59@frontier.com>
Sent: Monday, July 17, 2017 422 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CSR. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the foliowing ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators compiy with ail
discharge limitations and water guality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reciamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making # more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such vioiations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

viclation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



Anderson, Carol Y

From: William Johnson <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 11.07 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CSR. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP’s Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is
necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

it removes the requirement that mining discharges nof cause violations of water guality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Ailowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. Z give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen invelvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



Anderson, Carol Y

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jordan Lindsay <info@actionnetwork.org>
Monday, July 17, 2017 12:18 PM

DEP Comments

Comments on 38 CS.R. 2

Harold Ward.,

Piease accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEFP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
gquality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in

the following ways:

It removes the definition of “compietion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
rectamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is
necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reciamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear
violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.5.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal indusiry {o protect the



Anderson, Carol Y

From: Maria Gunnoe <maria_gunnoe@frontier.com>
Sent: Monday, July 17, 2017 6:00 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine
Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
inconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,
the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond

release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such viclations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear
vioiation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes
suggest WVDERP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



Anderson, Carol Y

From: John Endicott <info@actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Monday, July 17, 2017 6:48 PM
To: DEP Comments
Subject: Comments on 38 CS.R. 2
Harold Ward,

Please accept these comments on the proposed changes to the WVDEP's Surface Mine

Reclamation Rule.

| am concerned the proposed changes to this rule would weaken compliance with water
quality standards and reduce the bonding and reclamation requirements for coal companies in
the following ways:

It removes the definition of “completion of reclamation,” which currently provides that
reclamation is complete only when water quality standards are met. This deletion is
iInconsistent with the federal and state requirements that mining operators comply with all
discharge limitations and water quality standards. Please explain why this deletion is

necessary.

It removes the requirement that there be no violations prior to bond release. Considering the
high costs of reclamation and the potential for bond forfeiture in this challenging coal market,

the state should be increasing bond amounts and making it more difficult to get a bond
release.

It removes the requirement that mining discharges not cause violations of water quality
standards, making it appear that the proposed rule changes are an attempt to relieve coal
companies from such violations. Allowing these violations to go unaddressed would be a clear

violation of the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act and the Clean Water Act.

The proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2 give West Virginia residents the impression that the
State is attempting to bypass enforcement of water quality standards to the favor of the mining
industry and circumvent both citizen involvement and federal law. The proposed rule changes

suggest WVDEP is not living up to adequately regulating the coal industry to protect the



environment and the health of impacted communities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to 38 C.S.R. 2.

John Endicott
johnalleycat@gmail.com

2043 19th. Ave.

San Francisco, California 94116
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